AMENDMENT UNDER 37 C.F.R. §1.111 Attorney docket No. Q77614 

U.S. Application No. 10/667,885 

REMARKS 

Claims 1-10 have been examined. Claims 1, 2 and 4 have been rejected under 35 
U.S.C. § 102(e), and claims 5, 7, 8 and 10 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e). Claims 
3, 6 and 9 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a). Claims 1 1-20 have been canceled 
without prejudice or disclaimer pursuant to a restriction requirement. New claim 21 has been 
added. 

Objections to the Specification 

The Abstract has been objected to as allegedly being too long. Applicant has provided an 
amended Abstract. 

The disclosure has been objected to as having minor typographical errors. Applicant 
respectfully submits that the typographical errors alleged by the Examiner, for example, 
"multilay r" on page 3, line 2, do not appear in Applicant's copy of the filed specification. 
Applicant therefore believes the typographical errors noted by the Examiner to be the result of 
scanning errors at the USPTO. Since Applicant cannot identify the alleged typographical errors 
noted by the Examiner, if requested by the Examiner, Applicant will file a substitute 
specification. 
Objections to the Claims 

In claim 6, the Examiner has objected to the phrase "inorganic films formed so as to 
sandwich said intermediate film covers, from a rear surface" as not clearly indicating which rear 
surface is meant. Applicant has amended claim 6 to recite "inorganic films formed so as to 
sandwich said intermediate film covers, from rear" in accordance with the Examiner's 
interpretation of the phrase. 
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Claim Rejections 

Claims 1, 2 and 4 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being anticipated by 
U.S. Patent no. 6,576,351 to Silvernail ("Silvernail"). Applicant respectfully traverses this 
rejection because Silvernail fails to disclose all of the elements as set forth and arranged in the 
claims. 

Silvernail does not disclose or suggest at least a sealing region locally placed at an edge 
of said intermediate film between the inorganic films and encircling said intermediate film and 
made from said inorganic film transformed by heating or irradiation, as recited in amended claim 
1 . The Examiner alleges that Silvernail discloses processing wherein the intermediate film 
formed from thermoplastic material heated under pressure softens and then bonds to the film 
122c surrounding the multilayered body on the surface of the supporting substrate. 

SilvernaiPs Fig. 2, however, shows a process of forming the barrier region in which the 
layer 121e of a thermoplastic material is bonded to the high-density material layer 122c to 
fixedly adhere the first and second composite layer stacks 120a and 120b with each other. After 
theses stacks are heated under pressure softening the thermoplastic layer 121e, the barrier region 
120 is obtained. As a result, all of the heated and softened thermoplastic layer comes in contact 
with the air from between the high-density material layers. Therefore, the sealing region is 
placed between the high-density material layers and over the entire surface thereof, rather than 
being locally placed at an edge of said intermediate film between the inorganic films and 
encircling said intermediate film. 
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Since Silvernail fails to disclose or suggest the features of amended claim 1, claim 1 is 
patentable over Silvernail. Claims 2 and 4, which depend from claim 1, are patentable at least by 
virtue of their dependency. 

Claims 5, 7, 8 and 10 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being anticipated by 
U.S. Patent No. 6,888,305 to Weaver ("Weaver"). Applicant respectfully traverses this rejection 
because Weaver fails to disclose all of the elements as set forth and arranged in the claims. 

Weaver does not disclose or suggest at least a sealing region locally placed at an edge of 
said intermediate film between the inorganic films and encircling said intermediate film and 
made from said inorganic film transformed by heating or irradiation, as recited in amended claim 
5. Weaver discloses Organic Light Emitting Devices (OLEDs) that simultaneously act as a 
multilayer mirror and a barrier to restrict transmission of water and oxygen. It is apparent, 
however, that Weaver's device has a simple combination of the OLED structure and Silvernail' s 
structure, and does not disclose or suggest a sealing region locally placed at an edge of said 
intermediate film between the inorganic films and encircling said intermediate film as in 
amended claim 5. 

Since Weaver fails to disclose or suggest the features of amended claim 5, claim 5 is 
patentable over Weaver. Claims 7, 8 and 10, which depend from claim 5, are patentable at least 
by virtue of their dependency. 

Claim 3 has been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Silvernail 
and further in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,570,325 to Graff et al. ("Graff). Applicant traverses 
this rejection. 



9 



AMENDMENT UNDER 37 C.F.R. §1.111 Attorney docket No. Q77614 

U.S. Application No. 10/667,885 

The combination of Silvemail and Graff attempted by the Examiner does not disclose or 

suggest the invention as set forth in dependent claim 3. As established above, Silvernail fails to 

disclose or suggest at least a sealing region locally placed at an edge of said intermediate film 

between the inorganic films and encircling said intermediate film and made from said inorganic 

film transformed by heating or irradiation, as recited in amended claim 1 from which claim 3 

depends. Graff does not cure these deficiencies. 

V 

Graff discloses an encapsulated OLED similar to Weaver and Silvernail in which the 
intermediate layer between inorganic polymers includes polysilazane. Graff does not, however, 
disclose or suggest a sealing region locally placed at an edge of said intermediate film between 
the inorganic films and encircling said intermediate film and made from said inorganic film 
transformed by heating or irradiation, as recited in claim 3 by virtue of its dependence on claim 
1. 

For at least the above reasons, claim 3 is patentable over the Examiner's attempted 
combination of Silvernail and Graff. 

Claim 6 has been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Weaver. 
As noted above, Weaver does not disclose or suggest the invention as set forth in independent 
claim 5, from which claim 6 depends. Therefore, claim 6 is patentable over Weaver at least by 
virtue of its dependency. 

Claim 9 has been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Weaver 
and further in view of Graff. Applicant traverses this rejection for at least the following reasons. 

The combination of Weaver and Graff attempted by the Examiner does not disclose or 
suggest the invention as claimed by dependent claim 9. As noted above, Weaver's device has a 
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simple combination of the OLED structure and SilvernaiPs structure, and does not disclose or 
suggest a sealing region locally placed at an edge of said intermediate film between the inorganic 
films and encircling said intermediate film as set forth in claim 9 by virtue of its dependence on 
claim 5. Graff does not cure these deficiencies since Graff merely discloses an encapsulated 
OLED similar to Weaver and Silvernail in which the intermediate layer between inorganic 
polymers includes polysilazane. 

For at least the above reasons, claim 9 is patentable over the Examiner's attempted 
combination of Weaver and Graff 
New Claims 

New independent claim 21 has been added. Claim 21 contains features similar to the features 
recited in claim 1. Since claim 1 is patentable, as established above, claim 21 is patentable for 
similar reasons. No new matter has been added. 
Conclusion 

In view of the above, reconsideration and allowance of this application are now believed 
to be in order, and such actions are hereby solicited. If any points remain in issue which the 
Examiner feels may be best resolved through a personal or telephone interview, the Examiner is 
kindly requested to contact the undersigned at the telephone number listed below. 
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The USPTO is directed and authorized to charge all required fees, except for the Issue 

Fee and the Publication Fee, to Deposit Account No. 19-4880. Please also credit any 

overpayments to said Deposit Account. 



Respectfully submitted, 



SUGHRUE MION, PLLC 
Telephone: (202) 293-7060 
Facsimile: (202) 293-7860 

WASHINGTON OFFICE 




23373 

CUSTOMER NUMBER 

Date: June 13,2006 
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